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RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REOUIREMENT 



Sir: 



The Restriction Requirement of record was made final in the Office Action mailed 
August 27, 2002. The elected species is the invention of Group I comprising Figures 1, 2 and 4 
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and the elected subspecies is the connection element of Figure 3 A, Applicant's response to the 
restriction requirement, filed June 17, 2002, was considered to be non-responsive because 
Applicant did not identify the claims which are readable on the elected species and subspecies. 

Based on a good faith review of the claims in view of the specification, including the 
figures. Applicant . submits that all of pending claims 21-70 read on the elected species and 
subspecies. 

Specifically, as noted by the Examiner and the specification, the respective embodiments 
of Group I and Group U differ in the number or kinds of connection elements (page 14, lines 13- 
14; and the paragraph bridging pages 16-17). Figure 1 of Group I shows the use of two types of 
connection elements 31 and 32 while Figure 5 of Group II shows the use of only one connection 
element 33. However, as expressly disclosed in the specification at page 15, lines 4^15, **the 
invention imposes hardly no limitation of the design of any part of the device including the shape 
of the interconnection elements". Accordingly, Figures 3A-3G are illustrations of possible 
shapes which could be used in the claimed invention. As such. Figures 3A-3G are not intended 
to be limiting in the sense of defining a species or subspecies of the claimed invention. 
Accordingly, Applicant submits that all of pending claims 21-70 read on the elected species and 
subspecies. 

Furthermore, an examination of the connection elements 3A-3G when considered in view 
of the specification at page 15, lines 4-15, indicates that strut (3) of the connection element of 
Figure 3 A-3G changes gradually from a straight sh^e to a S-curved shape. The connection 
elements of Figures 3A-3C comprise a straight strut (3) whereas the main strut (3) of the 
connection elements m Figures 3D-3F has a S-curved shape. Although Apphcant disagrees with 
the subspecies requirement in its entirety, the incongruity and inequity of the designation of 
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seven subspecies is demonstrated by the disclosure of two types of connection elements: 
connection elements having a straight or S-shaped Stmt. 

Therefore, Apphcant maintains that the restriction requirement with respect to the 
election of a species and subspecies on the basis of the number and shape of the connection 
elements is improper and contrary to the disclosure of the specification. The embodiments of 
Group I and Group 11 are directed to the same invention as defined by the recited features of the 
claims. Accordingly, an exanunation of the invention, as defined by the claims, will encompass 
the species of Groups I and n and the subspecies 3 A-G. As such, there is no undue burden on 
the Examiner to examine both species in the present application. Thus, in the interests of 
economy on behalf of the Patent Office and the Applicant, the Examiner is respectfully requested 
to reconsider and withdraw the restriction requkement as to Groups I and II, and to search and 
examine the invention as illustrated by Figures 1 -7 in the same ^plication. 
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